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IN THE UNITED STATES PA TENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
BEFORE THE TRADEMARK TR IAL AND APPEAL BOARD 

 
 
McDONALD’S CORPORATION,  ) 

) Opposition No. 91192099 
Opposer,    )  

      ) 
 v.     ) Mark:   McSWEET 
      ) Application S/N: 77/722,272 
McSWEET, LLC,    ) Filed:   April 24, 2009 
      ) Published:  September 1, 2009 
 Applicant.    ) 
 
 

OPPOSER’S MOTION FOR AN EXTENSION OF TIME TO SERVE 
RESPONSES TO APPLICANT’S FIRST SET OF REQUESTS FOR 

ADMISSIONS TO OPPOSER  
 

Pursuant to 37 CFR § 2.120(a), Opposer, McDonald’s Corporation, hereby moves for a 

one-day extension of time to Respond to Applicant’s First Set of Requests for Admissions to 

Opposer (the “Requests for Admissions”).  In support of its Motion, it states as follows:   

1. Applicant served its Requests for Admissions on August 30, 2010, via first class 

mail.  Thus, Opposer’s responses to the Requests for Admissions are due on October 4, 2010. 

2. Opposer requires a one-day extension to complete its responses to the Requests 

for Admissions.   

3. More than two months remain before the close of the discovery period, which is 

scheduled for December 19, 2010.  Therefore, Opposer believes that the one-day extension of 

time will not prejudice Applicant. 

4. Opposer sought Applicant’s consent for this extension, but did not receive a 

response from Applicant as of the time of the filing of this Motion, and, therefore it filed the 

present Motion.   
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WHEREFORE, Opposer respectfully requests that the Board grant it a one-day extension 

of time to serve its Responses to Applicant’s Requests for Admissions. 

Respectfully submitted, 

McDONALD’S CORPORATION 

Date:  October 4, 2010   By: s/Lawrence E. James, Jr./   
      One of the Attorneys for Opposer 
 

Robert E. Browne 
Michael G. Kelber 
John A. Cullis 
Lawrence E. James, Jr. 
NEAL, GERBER & EISENBERG, LLP 
2 N. LaSalle Street, Suite 2200 
Chicago, IL 60602 
(312)269-8000 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I, Lawrence E. James, Jr., state that I served a copy of the foregoing OPPOSER’s 

MOTION FOR AN EXTENSION OF TIME To SERVE RESPONSES TO APPLICANT’S 

FIRST SET OF REQUESTS FOR ADMISSIONS TO OPPOSER, via first class U.S. mail, 

postage pre-paid, upon: 

       
Katherine Hendricks 
HENDRICKS & LEWIS PLLC 
901 Fifth Ave., Ste 4100  
Seattle, WA  98164 

on this October 4, 2010.  

        s/Lawrence E. James, Jr./  
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